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NS'< ADDRSn-?: Ht. 7, Frederick, 21701: ::: 301 ; 473-S 185 

&oversb-?r 30, 1967 


- l r. s'rsd prison, ?r. 

.'.ssiatsat Attorney General 
I'fce Deparbssnt of Justice 
Asrhingtor, P.C. 

Desr Hr. *inson, 

Someone who wrote the President to express his disquiet et the suppression 
cf -evidt-noe pertinent to the assassination of President Kennedy hes given ne a copy of 
your for:-'’ letter reply. Because J - presume you ars in the. sene position as t.h - Ireriiant 
*cd the Attorney w «nerel when they made erroneous public statements oa this, the position 
of the members of the «oja .ission- you know only what you have been told by those you 
have rsascr. to believe - I take the trouble to write you. 

It is false to say as yen do, 'The authors who have criticized the conclusions 
of the lorrca ^oasai salon do not claim to hove any significant saw eviae»c«» so far es 
s are a were" . I era aware of the excessive numbs? of qualifications in this 'catenae and 
I still tell you it is false. However, any 1 ask what i.- wrong with the '’oil" <i silence 
that ur, ignored, misrepresented, even destroyed* It is not neroly s question o f nor or 
old in evidence, nor is it & cue»ticn o: 
cess, need. I tell you the number 
examine tr»; vi .1 vacs - on appeal* 


'.ot conclusions sort 


Sven rers thin the 


esses that are properly reversed when superior courts 


It likewise is false to s»y that oil the withheld evidence, is asnied is cause 
“if disclosed {itfcaight compromise confidential sources or techniques (this lotfter being 
n next excuse sot inoinued ia the* guidltn.es), or in some oases jeopardise the livr-s of 
ifdlviduols abroad." There is suprreasion by the exercise of the vtiv poser to sup’ rase. 

If you challenge these statements, I would welcome the op ertuaity to pr -ve 
them to you. This offer srt -and s to the -pro© ? of violation oftshhe ord*r of the Attorney 
Gen'?rol of October 3.1, 1966, including by the Department of Justice. 

"-our oersgraph dealing with the "Kew y ripens met ter” ir both evasive and 
conderane tory cf the Attorney General hits, calf. If ~'-r* Garrison h s not dismissed bis 
proceedings with .Federal sufehori tie a" , te*ve federal authorities followed What would in 


moat other coses be the norm, an; discuaasi with 


Garrison «ast evidence they 


tr.a- right be op ro prists in his c-sse - or eske-.l him for what he has* Anti if it "would 
act proper for us to comment or. the evl ioa ca in ” case p-naisg >xSo,o o stats court", 
wns it r roper for thr Attorney G**ne?sl, on more then one occasion* 

/ 

Those who respond to tier inquiries of citizens to their l-'resident om it to 
both the citizens sec the President to spoek directly, not evasively, and to at' te fact, 
not official positions. If you arc unaware of the fact, whether or not you have reau ray 
four nubli hod books on this subject, ± invite you to challenge my str. 'exeats an.; to 
afford % b - 1 cr orfunity to oresent t k - evidence yon claim does not exist- to you. u nless 
you e ace bt my offer, you cannot, ia good conscience, continue to mail out the kind of 
fere letter I hove. x o do so would be di ebons at. Our government hes been dishonored mors 
the a to - much by the ha nil in. a of this entire sfi'eir. It is not ton late to begin to uv-i 
hones fclv with the people who b v every ri- ht -indeed, the ebligotion-to bo i -turbod 


•* J :-uy j -‘irs 

Hi* roi i eis b:~: r/< 



